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to participate as advisers (except for a time Lorenzen). Hence,
the failure in this monumental codification of the Common
Law to take account of other systems was not merely an effect
of, but has become a cause to perpetuate an inappropriate view
of international private law, which no longer befits the United
States. On this count alone and apart from other limitations
duly noted by critics, we repeat, the Restatement needs to be
restated. But the preceding observations will suggest that it
is still more important to provide the indispensable basis for
such revision, including the comparative information without
which inbred doctrines remain unquestioned and their ob-
jective, scientific consideration in terms of international needs
is excluded a Umlne.
To supply this need, as the author justly observes in the
preface, is a large task. The requisite survey of the existing
systems of conflicts law involves critical examination and com-
parison of the significant rules on specific problems with refer-
ence to their evolution and purposes, as exemplified in these
systems, and in the light of the pertinent literature and juris-
prudence for each country, preferably accompanied by cor-
responding suggestions for improvement. Moreover, as con-
flicts rules look to reciprocal recognition and understanding of
the respective specific institutions of local law, it is necessary
that any such survey should be made on the background, how-
ever succinctly adumbrated, of the historical development and
contemporary nature, significance, and interrelations of these
institutions, considered in the context of the legislations of
which they form part. The present volume is a first and sub-
stantial contribution to this undertaking; in addition to a
magistral review of the literature, sources, doctrinal develop-
ment, and general theories of the subject, it provides a com-
parative conspectus of the rules applicable to conflicts in the
extensive field of family law. It is more than an annotation to
the Restatement of the Law of Conflict of Laws, as was at first